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1. I have been involved with a club repeater in Saginaw, MI
for many years. It is impossible to screen transmissions
in progress. Electronically there are ways to do this.
It involves a great investment of money. Now that there
is a means to do this, how does the control operator get
the information? The only legal way, as the rules are
presently stated is to rent a telephone line. Another
great expense.

2. This amendment will also put the burden on the
originating station. Now the control operator doesn't
have the burden of deciding what is legal or illegal,
as some field offices and monitoring stations interpret
the content of messages differently. It almost comes to
the point of having a communications lawyer on hand to
get an idea what is legal or illegal.

3. Under this amendment the enforcement division should be
directed to ask for maximum penalties for offenders.
Anyone that gets a second offense should have there
license revoked.

4. The wording of the amendment should have the following
addition:

" input frequency of a repeater or station
operating under automatic control .••••• "

5.

This would get packet bulletin boards as well as network
stations from being primarily responsible. Most network
sta~i<:,ns kftt~ft:,tr;en,?'7d~.~ulletin boards are more
eff~c~ent when ther~ <I!!V1Mi.ttle human intervention to
screen"aTl me#s~A~es,. .,
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I feel that RM-7649 ln2Iu~~ng stations under automatic
cor1"t1-e-l---i.s.in the public interest and should be
adopted .
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